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C H A P T E R - 1 
INTRODUCTION s 
EMERGENCE OF THE PROBLEM :-
Man is a truly and fundamentally a social being, 
not by virtue of any biological endowment, but by 
p 
reason of his particijfition in a social group. Bonner 
(1953) from the moment of his birth he comes in contact 
with some person and as he makere's the area of social 
inthe act ion also increase. Social iJj:eraetion de\|Miped 
the very essence of his personality and makes him truly 
a social being. It is though social interaction that 
man modifies his own behaviour and brings changes in 
to, that another for the mutual gratification of both. 
It is now an established fact that no two 
individuals are alike in all the characteristics of 
J-
their personality. There are chances that two inviSuals 
may have similarities in most of the character is this 
but still, they are apt to differ on some or more 
points. And these difference in their personality 
characteristics are manif^lest in the way they act while 
with acting in the group or society. 
The dicitionary of socialogy (1944) has difined 
the sum a social interaction "as social person when 
analysed from the stand points of the inter stimulation 
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and responses of personalities and group. It is a two 
way process where by each individual or group stimulus. 
The other and in varying degree, modifies the behaviour 
of the praticipants." 
When the individual in the society and he interact 
in it, there are chances of his being acj,ppted as a 
jtieader; and there and equally chances for him to 
accept one role of follower. There are some times some 
individual who are neglectees by two group, some oae 
rejected and still, there are some who are neither 
rejected noraccepted by group and they themselves keep 
aloof from the group and live in the society as 
Isolates. 
According to Sharma (1970)' when children are 
grouped on the basis of adequate information about the 
individuals in the class, they can develop qualities of 
y r 
leadership, co-operation, respon/sibility and demofi,atiG 
living. As the children work in a. group, they may 
discover that learning is not just wisdom to be 
accepted passively as it emanates for the teacher. The 
valuable xeaifning can take place when individuals join 
forces as members of a group. In group situation 
children discover that people working together, can 
also as they can plan some of their learning 
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experinces, grow in self ^ircetion and learn to 
evaluate their progress. 
According to the S.E.C. REPORT (1956) ttie special 
function of the secondary school is to train person. 
r 
Who will be able to assume the responsibility of 
learship in social, political industrial or cultural 
fields with the proper functioning of Democracy. It is 
to be hoped that leadership will be increasiingly drawn 
from the masses. 
The present researcher is making efforts to 
investigate into the personel value of those who are 
popular among and those who are isolates. This 
investigation aims at finding out the personal value 
when makes them popular, negrectees, rejectees and 
isolates in the society. 
There are so many devices available to assess the 
personality of/, individual. Some are projective tests. 
Through researches, it has been found that verbal tests 
donot usually suit in measuring the personality of an 
individual. Projective tests are accepted as good 
measures for assesment of the personality, but recent 
resea^rches like Mashur (1971), Mashur (1973), Elkisch 
(1945), Wechner (1942m46) and Dhondhiyal (1964) have 
proved that unstlSVlC-ii^ cd projective tests help in 
abetter way to understand the personal value. 
— A-^*-
. ^ f t -.- • 
OBJECTIVE OF THE STlfDY :-
The following objectives were formulated for the 
present study. 
1. To study the r^igion value of adolescent girls 
of differervt sociometric group. 
•f 
-^^ 
2. To make a compBrison between the social values 
of populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees. . 
3. To find out the differnece, if any, in the 
democratic value of populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees of adolescent girl. 
4. To study the aesthetic value of different 
sociometric groups of adolescent girls. 
5. To find out the difference, if any, in the 
Economic value of populars, neglectees, 
rejectees and isolates of adolescent girls. 
6. To make a comparison between the knowledge 
value of sociometric, stars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees, adolescent girls. 
7. To study the hedonistic value of four 
sociometric groups of adolescent girls namely 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
8. To study the health value of adolescent girls 
of four sociometric group. $pulars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees. 
9. To study the power value of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
10. To study family prestige value of four 
sociometric group. 
HYPOTHESIS :-
The hypothesis are stated in. the form of null 
hypothesis, so that they could be tested by application 
of appropriate statistical teachniques. 
1. There is no significant difference in high and 
low social acceptance groups on the dimension of 
religious value. 
2. There is no marked difference among populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis of 
social value. 
•3. The difference in the democratic value of 
populars, neglectees, isolates, and rejectees are not 
statistically significant. 
4. There is no signigicant difference in high and 
low social acceptance groups on the dimension of 
aesthetic value. 
5. There is no significant difference among four 
sociometric categories, i.e. populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees on the basis of economic value. 
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6. There is no marked difference on the knowledge 
value of populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
7. The difference in the hedonisteric value of 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees are not 
statistically significant. 
8. There is no marked difference on the power 
value/populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
9. There is no difference in the family prestige 
value of populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
10. There is no significant difference among four 
sociometric categories i.e. populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees on the baiis of health value. 
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM :-
"A SOCIOMETRIC STUDY OF PERSONAL 
VALUE OF ADOLESCENT GIRLS'. 
Definition term in used:-
Sociometr ic study : - A sociometric study to determin e 
the degree to which individuals are accepted iii a 
group, to discover the relation ship that exist among 
these individuals, to several group structure, and to 
indentify subdivisions of the group positions, like 
populars, neglectees, rejectees, and isolates. 
These group position are defined as follows : 
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Populars (Star) :-
A popular is one who seems 15 or more choice 
from his follows in 3 social situations Morene 
(1934) reported that some of the peoples 
"attracted so many choices that they captured 
the centre of stage like stars". 
Neglectees :-
A neglectee^ in one who seems one two three 
choice in the social situation. Bronfen brenner 
(1945) clarified this tirm by indicating that 
neglectee^ was any individual who received 
fewer sociometirc choices, than could be 
expected by where three choices are used with 
three sociometirc criteriftn. 
Isolates : 
An isolate^ is one who seem^zero (0) acceptance 
and Zero (0) rejections meaning accepted but at 
the same time nor rejection by his fellows in 
three social situations. Although he is a 
physical member of the group. He is also some 
times referred to as an out sider on a "social 
island". Although these disignations are not as 
common as the term isolates. 
Rejectees :-
A rejectee is one who secures one to three or 
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more rejections three social situation. This 
term is commonly confused with the terms 
isolate. However, the isolates receive neither 
positive nor negative choices on a socioraetric 
test. The rejectees may receive no pos$itive 
choices from the group but he does receive 
negative on rejection choices. 
Negative chd(ces (Rejection') : -
According to Sharma (1970) the teacher or co^sdler 
should be concerned about those who received three or 
more rejections. 
Personal values : -
The verity of human values are innumerable. It is, 
therefore, a fond hope to surviy the entire sp^trum of 
values. Some electic approach was needed to delimit, 
of 
the scope of values be measured by means thisetools. It 
A 
was decided that literature on values was the universe 
from ttie which, the sample of values could be 
conveniently selected. One criterion for then 
selection was their frequent mention in the literature. 
Another criterion was their x'elevence to the 
indigenious social millen. 
The "personal value Quei^fionnaire" consists of 
forty (40) questions. Each value has equal number of 
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items. There are (12) twelve items to eacti value. These 
values are as follows: 
i) Religious value ii) Social value 
iii) Democratic value v) Economic value 
iv) Aestnetic value vii) Hedonistic vlaue 
vi) Knowledge value viii) Power value 
ix) Family peigstige value x) Health value 
Adolescent Girls :-
Adolescent girls in these study refer to the girls 
in the age range of 13 + to 16 year*. 
i -^ DELIMITATION OF THE STUDY :-
The study will be delimted in scope in view of the 
following consideration:-
1. The area of the study will be Aligarh city 
only. 
2. The sample will be adolescent girls in the age 
range of 13 + to 16 years. 
3. The sample has been drflwn from the IX class of 
Abdullah girl^ high school Aligarh. 
4. With regard to sociometric study the present 
study will be limited to the following four 
(4). sociometric categories and the number of 
cases in each category will be limited as 
mentioned against each. 
12 
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i) Populars 12 
ii) Neglectees 12 
iii) Isolates 12 
iv) Rejectees 12 
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY :-
According to the report of secondary education 
Commission (1956). The special function of the 
secondary school is to train persons who will be able 
to assumftthe responsibility of leadership in social, 
political, industrial or cultural field with the proper 
functioning of democracy. It is to be hoped tViat 
leadership will be increasingly dr*wn from the masses." 
Thus, in every society we find all types of 
persons But in a class unless, populars facilitcC^e the 
teaching learning process, Isolates do not 
countributef, the rejectees and neglectees hinder the 
teaching learning process. It is a challenge for the 
teacher how he organises theim and how best he was 
their abilities and capabilities. 
Therefore, the investigation was planned to 
investigate the personal value of the adolescent girls 
in the age group 13 + or 16 year with the help of their 
personal value questionnaire. 
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The present study aim at finding differeces among 
pupils enjoying high social acceptance. The study 
assumes its unique significance from the fact that it is 
designed to discover the relation's of individual to 
their class-fellows which are important for 
understanding the adjustment of pupils. 
Thus this study has a good deal of educational 
importance. It may give an impetus to increase the 
acceptance of the members of his classmates in order to 
achieve the goalof education in respect of each 
individual child. 
12 
C H A P T E R - II 
REVIEW OF THE RELATED STUDIES 
BEST (1963) describes the importance of the survey 
of related literature in these words " A 
familiarity with the literature in any problem area 
help the students to discover that in at ready know, 
what others ^ ave attempted to find out, what methods to 
attack have been promising and disappointing and what 
problems remain to ^ solved. 
The reseat'cher triai her level best to complete 
literature available in the field of her research and 
in related areas with the aim of avoiding duplication 
and of making best use of the researches done in the 
past some of the studies which are given below are not 
directly related and some of them are' directly related 
to the topic. 
2.1 STUDIES ON RELEGIOUS VALUE t 
HEBECGA (1976) conducted the study on the 
relegiotts value. The primary objective was to study the 
ethenic group influence on socialization of primary 
school children in the age group 8 to 12 years. The 
major findings were those study children of all 
relegious group did not socially interact freely among 
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them selves. The childern of all the five social 
classes expressed their willingness to socially interact 
with all the caste and relegion groups. The teacher 
attitude towards the children of all the social class 
groups did not vary much. 
2.2 STUDIED CONDUCTED ON SOCIAL AND HEALTH VALUE : 
BONNEY (1943) Reported significant differences 
among fourth grade pupils with low sociometric status 
on the basis of a number of behaviour characteristics 
pupil with high sociometric status were found to be 
significant by superiour on both personal and social 
behaviour descriptions. They were ch6ra^erised most 
frequently by their peers as being tidy, and good 
looking, happy, frfAndly and cheerful. In their social 
relations they were described or being enthusiastic, 
daring active in recitation, at least with adults, 
welcomed by other class members and as exTjibiting 
leadership in groups. 
KDHLEN AND LEE (1943) conducted a study similar to 
Bonney's at the sixth, ninth and twelth grade levels 
and reposted similar results, 
BONNEIY (1947) conducted a study five populars and 
five unpopular children to find out the factors by 
which popular children differ to unpopular children. A 
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Sociometric questionnaire was used to collect the data 
regarding socio economic status, neurotic symptoms and 
emotionally etc. Besides, Califorinia Test was also 
administered. The results shou)ifed a number of personality 
traits in which the stars and isolates differ from each 
other. Following were the variables. 
1. Physical health and vigour. 
2. Emotional stability and control. 
3. Social agressi.'veness . 
4. Adaptability and tolerance. 
5. Dependebility. 
6. Social service. 
7. Motivation. 
8. Personality adjustment. 
In all these areas popular children were superior 
to unpouplar children. 
OLSON (1949) Compared the behaviour description of 
teachers with pupil's sociometric status acores in ten 
class rooms at the Elemantry school level. The children 
receiving the highest number of choice were described 
most frequently as being dependable, well adjusted, 
friendly, quiet, and good natured; while those 
receiving the Iciest choices were described as being 
shy, bossy, sulky, illor new to class. The 
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characterisation of pupils with high and low 
sociometric status clearly indicated a difference^ in 
social adjustment. 
BONNEY (1955) and Bonney and Powel (1953) 
systematically observed the behaviour of children with 
high and low sociometric status at the first and second 
grade levels. The purpose of both the studies was to 
determine how the social behaviour of sociometrically 
low children differed. 
(3R0NLDND AHD ADERSON (1957) compared the 
characteristics of society accepted, society rejected 
and society neglected pupils in junior high school 
population. The socially accepted pupils were those who 
recfe^ved the longest number of acceptance choice on the 
sociometric test, the socially regected were those who 
recieved the smallest number of both acceptance and 
rejection choices. There were 20 pupils in each 
category out of total population of 158 on these three 
groups were compared on the basis of responses, on the 
guess "who". The soci^ally accepted pupils were 
generally char^acterised as possessing. Socially 
desirable behaviour characteristic similar to these 
reposted in the above studies. Specific characteristic 
such as good look, tidness, friendliness, initiative 
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and sense of humonr stood high on the list. The socially 
rejecteas pupils were not only over looked on these 
pos^itive characteristic. But they were also frequently 
described as possessing the opposite attributes. 
The socially rejected pupils tended to be over 
looked on the guess "who" from receiving relatively few 
mention on either pos^itive or negative 
characteristics. 
SHABMA (1965) conducted a study on populars, 
Isolates and neglectees of three schools in Delhi. The 
purpose of the study was to find out the personal 
social characteristics of populars, isolates and 
neglectees. 
The method were "• -
Sociometric test to identify populars and 
isolates. The finding should that puplars on the 
average had better adjustment in the two areas:-
health, and social school. 
BHARGAVE (1965) designed a study toexplore the 
inter personal relation s^ip of girl student and its 
relation to adjustment patterns. She found that most of 
the stars tended to exceed the average by social 
participation and better mental health. The isolates 
tended to be emotionally disturbed, lacked social 
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skills and where selfbound. 
PRASAD (1966) reported a study on "A compartive 
study of personality patterns of two adolescent groups 
with socially acceptable and non-acceptable behaviour 
patterns". He found the following results of the study 
on the basis of the analysis of data:-
The social adjustment of the socially ^ceptable 
group was higher as against the soically non-acceptable 
group. 
GHAFFAR (1971) has also proved that socially 
accepted - students are more active, relative, good 
spokesman helpful. 
PATHAK'S (1971) study revealed:-
The poulars were significantly superior to all 
other three groups in social adjustment and health 
adjustment. 
2,.J STUDIES ON DEMOCRATIC VALUE i 
PATEL (1979) studied the values of secondary 
teachers of the high school of south Gujrat and to 
coma^e thenj on different variable such as age, sex and 
residence. The sample consisted of 500 teachers 
selected randomly from the four district. The major 
finding of the study. 
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On social, political, economic and relegious values the 
older teacher seored significant higher then the 
younger teacher. Democratic value the younger teachers 
scored signif icantluhigher then the older teachers. 
2.4 STUDIES OH AESTHETIC VALUE : 
DHAMANKAN (1976) measure various basic elements 
forming the sturucture of aesthetic in order to predqict 
induvidual aesthetic developmet and help the art 
instructor. The hypotheisis stated were. 
i) Aesthetic sense would increase with age. 
ii) Female would have more aessertic range then the 
male. 
The analysis of data indicated that : 
Aesthetic sensitivity developed with age, the rate 
of developemltii being highest between nine and eleven 
year of age. 
2.5 STUDIES OH ECOHOMIC VALUE s 
CHHABRA (1975) conducted area stud:Neding with 
following objectives : in view, to explore differences 
on above variorwtables relating to sex, length of 
teaching and level of academic attainment. The study 
were founded, principle interest in teacher and 
problems of co-operation among teacher, contract with 
students, salaries, policies, regularity of payment, 
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feeling of economic security, prestige and status given 
to teaching profession and teachers taught ratio were 
some of the factors effecting teachers moral*. 
2.6 STUDIES ON KNOWLEDGE VALUE ; 
THAKKAR (1971) studied the effect of knowledge of 
results upon verbal and motor learning of high and low 
anxious subject when that knowledge was to be provided 
after different interwdl of times. The major findings 
were 
i) The amounts of trial error, and time for verbal 
learning, under with knowledge results, 
ii) High anxiety subjects took more trials 
committed more errors and took more time in 
learning verbal task than lower anxiety 
subject. 
iii) The motor learning of both the high anixiety 
and low anxious subject was maximum when the 
knowledge resul^ts was provided immedialti^tly 
after the respense. 
2.7 STUDIES ON HEDONISTIC VALUE : 
The study was under taken by Sudha (1977) with a 
view to examining which factors among age, socio-
economic satus, responsibility, original thinking, 
- 20 -
rigour personal would account for the intensity of the 
problems of addfolescent girls and to determine their 
relative importance. 
The major finding were :-
i) The age positively related to the problems of 
the rural girls, the muslims girls and the 
christion girls, 
ii) The cajifreer expectation of parents was 
positively related to the problems of all 
categories of girls, except muslim girls. The 
percental marriage expectation was also 
positively related to the problems of the 
rurals girls and Hindu girls. 
2.S STUDIES ON POHER VALUE i 
SHARMA (1979) conducted a study to investigate the 
various dimension of -feeadership behaviour and power 
maintenance. The specific objective was to study as to 
how a student teacher behaves and manage to stay in 
power. 
A total of seventy student leaders and seventy non-
leaders of arts, potential and commerce in a Patna 
University, Comprised the sample of the study. 
Major finding of the study were as follodS: 
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i) compared to non-leaders, leadees and even 
potential leaders were found to be more 
manipulatii^a, exploitative and self^ish. 
ii) The profile of the student leaders was 
strikingly similar to the one that could be 
generally seen in our political area. 
2,9 STUDIES ON FAMILY PRESTIGE VALUE t 
PATHAK (1972) conducted a study to indentify the 
pattern of the adjustment process. Different pattern of 
behaviour during the initial period of adjustment, 
their relation ship with subsequent patterns and the 
stability of behaviour pattern find rural children over 
a period time. The sample consisted of sixteen boys and 
eight girls who were admitted to the Chetah Balneadi at 
Baroda in June (1968. The finding revealed follows. 
i) Most of the childCF^i expected famil;ty member to 
be around in the btgining, and thei* children 
went through a stage of not being spomtanious 
thE^ri interaction with otker children or being 
inde/6pendent but isolated they ultimately 
developed self reliance. 
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C H A P T E R I I I 
METHOD AND PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY 
The present investigation intends to discover the 
certain personal values of high and low sociometric 
groups of adolescents namely, popular, neglectea$, 
isolates and regectees. 
In this chapter, a description of the sample, 
tools and teachniques adopted for the study has been 
given. The present chapter, feus proceeds to explain. 
Section A The sample cho(isen for the study. 
Section B The tools for the research. 
Section C Administration of the tests. 
SECTION - A 
3,1 THE SAMPLE CHO0SEN FOR THE STUDY i 
The sample in the present study was collected from 
"Abdullah Girls High School Aligarh". A sample pool of 
152 students (girls) drdwn out of the school refei^ed to 
above. The £nti<efe section were considered for the study 
and the section were taken up randoiKsly. The 
sociometric status, of the student was worked on the 
basis of sociometric questionaire, and four sociometric 
groups of populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees 
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were found. In the final stage further sampling was 
done on the basis of rendomization to ensure equal 
number of student. Twelve (12) students in each 
categori^a. The structure of the sample pool has been 
given in Table 3 A - 1. 
TABLE NO - 3 A - 1 
STROCTORE OF THE SAMPLE (POOL) 
SCHOOL 
Abdullah Girls 
High School 
CLASS 
IX 
IX 
IX 
IX 
SECTION 
A 
C 
D 
E 
NO OF STUDENT 
40 
41 
41 
30 
Total No of Student in the Sample 152. 
The sociometric questionaire was administered to 
all the students in the sample pool, and on the basis 
of the responses made by the students. The sociometric 
questionaire with three criteria and three choices wa*"*. 
given to therr 152 students, out of these pool 48 
student (12 student of each category) were selected on 
the basis of choices given to them by their class 
fellows. The student who had received 15 and more 
chopices on the sociometric scale, were put under 
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"popular" category. The student who had got 0-3 choices 
were put under "neglectees" group. The third group is 
of students who had received 0 to 3 rejectitions , the 
fourth group was of the student who had neither 
received any choice nor any rejections. The detail are 
delineated in Table 3 A - 2. 
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T A B L E NO 3 A - 2 
SOCIOMATRIC CATEGRIZATION OF THE SAMPLE POOL 
S.NO SCHOOL CLASS SECTION SOCIOMftRIC CATEGORIES 
1 Abdu l l ah G i r l s IX 
High School 
P o p u l a r s ( 1 , 2 , 4 , 1 8 , 2 4 , 3 2 ) 
A Neglectees (7 ,10 ,15 ,20 ,27 ,39) 
I s o l a t e s (3 ,11 ,12 ,29 ,37 ,40) 
Rejectees (14,19,18) 
2 Abdullah Gi r l s IX 
High School 
Populars (8,17,27,29,30,33, 
34,36) 
Neglectees (3,9,10,14,15,20,22, 
24,25,26,28,38) 
Isolates (37,40) 
Rejectees (12,19,21) 
3 Abdullah Girls IX 
High School 
Populars (6,10,14,16,10,21,25) 
Neglectees (15,17,30,33,35,37) 
Isolates (19,32,30,41) 
Rejcetees (3,27,29) 
4 Abdullah Girls IX 
High Schol 
Populars (15,17,19) 
Neglectees (7,16,23) 
Isolates (12,14,28,29) 
Rejectees (5,25,30) 
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Tabel 3 A - 2 shows the sociometric cetegorisation 
of the pupils in terms of populftrs, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees in each section separately. The 
totals no's of popular from all sections come out be 
twenty three (23) that of neglectees the number was 
thirty (30), the isolation is twelve (12) and rejectees 
is also (12) twelve. 
Out of the sociometric classification metioned in 
table 3 A - 3 only 48 students (12 student in each 
category) were taken up for the final study. The 
details of the students are given in Table 3 A - 3. 
- 27 -
TABLE NO 3 A - 3 
STRDCTURE OF THE FINAL SAMPLE 
S.NO SCHOOL CLASS SECTION 
1 Abdullah Girls IX 
High School 
SOCIOMETRIC CATEGORIES 
Pouplar5 (1,2^25) 
Neglectees (7,10,15) 
iBDlates (3,11,12) 
Rejectees a4,19,i8i 
2 Abdullah Girls IX 
High School 
Pnpulars (Bi29=30) 
Neglectees (3,*?,10) 
Isolates (37,39) 
Rejectees (12.19,21) 
Abdullah Girls IX 
Hiah School 
P 0 p u1 a r 5 (10,21.2 5 
Neglectees (17,30,23 
Isoi ates (19,32.38 
Re jectees (3.27,29' 
4 Abdullah Girls IX 
High School 
Pnpulars (15,17,19; 
Neglectees (7,16,23) 
Isolates (2,29,29) 
Rejectees (5,25,30) 
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SECTION B 
DESCRIPTION OF THE TOOLS AND TECHNIQUES 
Two tools hasiebeen used in this research work. One 
is a questionaire to obtained the personal values of 
the student. The other in soqiometric study of the same 
group. 
1 B - 1 THE SOCIOMETRIC TECHNIQUE: 
The sociometric techniques is a method to 
determine the degree to which individuls are accepted 
in a group to discover the selection-ships that exist 
among these individual, to reveal group structure and 
to identify sub-division of the group of various types 
of group positions of like, popular, isolates and so on. 
Moreno (1944) However it is not a test in the 
usual sense of the terms, there are no right or wrong 
answer. Whatever is true of ourself is the right 
response. 
Besides being a highly accurate the teachnique has 
added values of being easy in preparation, simple in 
use and speed in administation. It simply asks members 
to choice from among themselves comparision on partners 
for some specific activity on occasion that is real to 
them and also to name those they would like the least 
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to have comparisons which were asked in the present 
study and given below. 
1. Which three student from your class room would 
you like to sit with if you Safe told to shift in some 
other class room? 
2. Which three students from your class room would 
you like to play with during recess in school? 
3. If you are told to do any best activity with which 
three students of your class would you like to do that 
activity? 
4. Name any student of your class with whom you would 
not like to associate in any activity? 
3 B -2 STEP JH DESIGNING A SOCIOHERIC TOQLi 
Sharma (1970) gave the following steps which are 
in 
involvedj^a sociometric test. 
The selection of the choosing situation the 
sociometric criterion. 
r 
The det^mination of the number of choice to be 
used. 
The wording of the sociometric question. 
The development of directions and format of the 
tools to bring out responses. 
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3 B - 3 CONSTRUCTING A SOCIOMETRIXi 
The sociometrix has been easily constructed by the 
foll$owing steps: 
1. A large sheet of squared papers has been taken 
which contains at least ten aquares more (both 
vertically horizontally) than the number of 
student in the class. 
2. In the left hand margin down in the room the 
name of all the girls student according to 
their roll numbers will be written. 
3. The roll numbers of students have been written 
in the same number as in the rows in the 
columasacross the top margin of the table. 
4. The diagonal joining the appear left hand 
corner and the lower point right hand corner of 
the matrix has been drown. The line passes 
through the squares that contain number of 
choices because students do not choose them 
-selves on the sociometrix tool. The diagonal 
helps in knowing the mutual choice. 
At the bottom, the rooms are used for summarising 
information on the choice received. Besides the total 
number of choices received, rejections and mutual 
choices received from the other students have also been 
recorded. 
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3 B - 4 BASIS FOR TABULATING THE DATA: 
First of all completed questionnaire are arranged 
in final order, beginning with Roll No. 1 by entering 
in the vertical column which indicates that suchand 
such Roll No., has been choosen as the first choice on 
criterian 1st again as the first choice on criterion 
Ilnd and Illrd. Then rejection Roll No. 1 ifl indicated 
by placing a 'X' in the column. Thus looking across the 
table from Roll number 1 to last. The choices and 
rejections will be readily apparent. The sample 
sociomatrix has been given in Fig. 3 B - 1. 
SOCIOMETRIX Fig. -B-B— 1 
Three criteria, three choices, and one rejection. 
\ , ^  , ^  .CHOOSEN. "^ o 
CHOOSERS 
Choices received 
Total choices 
Category 
Regjection Received 
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3 B - 5 BASIS OF ANALYSING THE DATA: 
The sociometrix can provide range of information, 
which can be readily obtained fdtmit. 
JO -f i) Socxmeric statusScrore : 
The choices received by a student are obtained by 
counting each entry made in each student's vertical 
column as one, regardless of whether the choices in 
given as 1,2, or 3. These total same enteri^ed in the 
low,labelled; Totals on each criterion at the bottom of 
matrix table. Three total in each column overall. 
Sociometric status score is obtained. This ia enterned 
in the low "Totals combined". 
ii) Sociometric categories : 
The student can be clasified into six sociometric 
categories populars, above average, Below average, 
neglectees and isolates based on the sociometric status 
score the^received. 
Bronfenonenner (1945) Worked out critical 
sociometric status scores for varifying number of 
choices upto 3 sociometric criteria, and three 
sociogramatic choices were used. The lower limit which 
ijfidentifies neglectees, was three or less choices, the 
upper limit which identifies populars was fif/teen (15) 
or more choice, the average and expected number of 
choices was nine (9). 
15 
10 
4 
1 
and 
to 
9 
t o 
to 
0 
above 
14 
8 
3 
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Thus the student could be classified into the 
following different sociometric categories based on the 
choices^^the received sociometric questionaire. 
TABEL NO. 3 B - 1 
CATEGORY NO'S OF CHOICES RECEIVED 
Popular 
Above average 
Average 
Below average 
Neglectees 
Isolates 
3 g - £ PERSONAL VALUES QUESTIONNAIREi 
The record tool used in this study to get the 
personal values of the specific group of student is the 
"Personal values questionnaire. It has been prepared by 
Dr (Mrs) G.P. Shery and Dr R.P. Varma for national 
psychological corporation Agra. 
The questionnaire is compgirise«tof 40 question. 
Each question consist into two parts. One is stem and 
consist of three items. The stem has acritgtjon situation 
for seaking the values preferences. The item depicts the 
value, for , while the responded had to express his 
comparative preferences. Each item assess the designated 
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value validity. Each of the three item are relevent to 
the criterion situation depicted in stem of question, 
all three item of each question, the equally attrective 
all (10) values match equally with each other. 
The values are taken universal but if are directly 
may not have given the correct responses. Therefore 
standard questionnaire used for the personal value. 
Each values has equal number of items. There are 12 
items to each value. These values are as follows: 
1) Relegious Value: 
r 
This value is depend in t^ms of faith in God. 
Attempt to understand him, fear of divine worth and 
acting according to the ethical codes prtscribed in the 
relegiotis book. Having out ^ward action of behaviour 
which express the value, e.g. following relegicttts 
Rights, living simple life, and being truth full. 
2) Social Value : 
This value is defined in terms of charity, 
kindness, love and sympathy for the people and serving 
God, through service of mankind. Sacrificing personal 
comfert and gains to help the needy. 
3) Democratic Value : 
This vlaue in charectftt^ed by respect for 
individual having no discrimination of people based on 
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cast, creed, colour, rattf^, language, sex, and family 
status. BeMving in equal social, political and 
religiolis right of all and in being impartial and in 
shaping social justice and having respect for 
Democratic institutions. 
4) Aesthetic Value : 
This value is charecterised by appridation of 
beauty form propotion and haYmon^y, love for fine arts, 
drdwing, music, painting, dance, sculptara , poetry, 
architecture and also for literature, having decorative 
homes and siai^ o^ dings and also veing need and syst&matic 
in all on actions. 
5) Economic Value : 
This value stands for desire for money and raetrial 
gain giving more consideration for money and meterial 
given in the choice of ofc>taining a job having 
favourable attitude towdrds rich people and for the 
one 
moneyyj^can obtaineief i n ones l i f e . 
6) JCnowledge Value : 
This value stands for love for knowledge of 
theoretical principles of any activities and love of 
di^overy of truth, person having this value considers 
knowledge ^sential for success hand work studies to 
develop abilities to find never facts the reletionship 
and utilization to attained truth. 
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7) Hedonistic Value : 
This value is defined as the conception of 
disability of loving pleasure and avoiding pain. Easy 
and happy present in more important the feature and 
seeks pleasurs of sense. 
8) Power Value : 
This value is defined as having a desire to rule 
r 
and lead other prefei^ jsd giving to the job, where ones 
authority may be exercised oner Mother. This value 
emphasis status conciouness and fales hood in depended 
upon for maintailty prestige. 
9) Vffji^^ 1Y prestige Value : 
It is a concept of having desirable behaviour, 
roles, function and relationship that would keep up the 
family status. It implies respect for the roles which 
are traditionaly charecteristic of various communities 
and cast of the Indian society. The purity is blood 
mentain and conservation out lok in maintained 
according to the traditional instituions of family. 
10) Health Value : 
It considers^! in keeping the body fit to caty out 
normal duties and function. Self presenation and good 
physical health ij considered to be essential for the 
development and use of ones abilities. 
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3 B - 7 SOCIOGRAM : 
Sociogram has been found most useful and 
convenient for depic^ting the social structure of 
extine group, each members status in its and the 
predominant relationship among the group members. The 
credit of designing the sociogram goes on Northway 
(1940). It consits of four concentric circles Northway 
(1940) placed populars in the centre of the target and 
the isolates in the out side circle. Other gorup 
memebers were placed between these extremes according 
to the number of choice received by them. The sociogram 
has beOa refined and improved by others. 
3 B - 2 STRUCTURE OF THE SOCIOGRAM: 
The target diagram is constructed by the follwoing 
steps: 
a) One a large piece of squared paper four 
concentric squares are dpwn at equal distance a part. 
b) The numbers along this liwie below each square 
are written to indicate the choice levels for each of 
the concentric squares. The choice levels for the 
concentric squares are obtained from values. Thus for 3 
choices and 3 critferia student receiving fiftten 
or more choice on the socieometric questiorT^j-fe 
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(poulars) would be placed in the small square in the 
centre of the diagram. The student receiveng 3 or less 
choices (neglectees) would be placed in the other 
gallery of the diagram the below average above average 
category- students would be placed in the middle two 
galleries, according to the No of choice received and 
the average category students of the sides of squares 
be placed on the sides of the outer most squ4.re -as 
given : 
CHOICES SOCIOGEAM Fig 3 B - 2 
VS lb 
^ 0 9 , ^ C_Ho\c.€.S 
As^oN-e. A«>J€:^^0 \^ \ o - \ M 
L '?Ji'ev-ovj M^OKCA^ H — Q 
A ^ 'e. tt- PVON €. Cv^ovc^s 
M ^ L O V U ^ C T S ^ ^ S \ — - ^ 
I so la tes 00 
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Note : 
i) Square represents for a girl candidate, 
ii) The above No. represent the R.No. of the 
student. 
iii) The lower No. represent the No. of choice 
received by a student. 
3 C - 1 ADMINISTRATION Of THE TEST : 
This was administred on the sample m^nt for the 
study. The procedure and scoring i6 explained b£6ow. 
The test was administered to IX Class (section 
A.C.D.E.) student of Abdullah Girls High School 
Aligarh, selected for the study. Necessary 
instructions,, as given in the manual, were read out. 
The student were told to their responses in tick ( ^ "^ ) 
and ( X ) of the two categories. There was no time 
limit. There are separate key for ten (10) personal 
value for scoring. To obtain the sfiore on every 
personal value scoring stenciles were taken and laid i^ 
on the answer sheet. Then the responses visible through 
a 
the perfoi^tions were counted scoring i& done in 
asimilar way for every value. 
C H A P T E R I V 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 
In this chapter sociometrics and sociograms based 
on the sociometric questionnaire (which was given to 
the student to sort out categories of the students i.e. 
poulars, above average, average, below average, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees) have been given. 
Out of the six categarpies refei;ed to above only four 
were taken up for the investigation. Since these 
categories represented the ej^ reme and known overlapping 
classes of students on the basis of their sociometric 
status analysis of 
'-\-\ SOCIOHETIRX QUESTIONNAIRE s 
The approach towards collection of the sample was 
based on the sociometric questionaire. The 
questionnaire prepared by Sharma (1970) was used by the 
investigator for her study. 
The questionnaire was distributed among the 
students of class IX of Abdullah Girls High School 
Aligarh. The questions were quite simple in use speed 
in administration. It simply asked members to choose 
from amongst themselves companions or partners for that 
activity or occasion that is near to them and also to 
name those whome they would like least to have as 
companions or partner for that activity or occasion. 
The purpose of the study was explained to the 
students and they were assured that the information 
would be kept strictly confidential and would not harm 
them in any way. The instructions were given to them 
and then they were told to furnish all the information 
on the basis of choice given by the students on each of 
the ciritjterion^Aociometrix and sociograme were made. 
4.2 SCORING OF THE RESPONSES : 
After the completion of the questionnaire , the 
choices made by the students of each class were 
weighted in termSof priority of preferences. One the 
basis of the preferences given by each student on each 
of the three critetya scoring was done on athree point 
scale (1,2, & 3). According to the preference 1 
standing for the first preferences, 2 for the second 
and 3 for the third preference. Rejection was maked as 
"X" on the sociometrix. 
4.3 SOCIOHATRIX i 
The substance of each table has been graphically 
represented on the sociometric basis. 
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The sociomatrics made for different classes have 
been presented. Sociomatrix provides a picture of the 
internal stttte^ cture of the class or group. It includes 
the preferences of each individual for his friends. 
Separate sociometrics have been made for diffferent 
classes for the study. 
I. 
The categories of the sudents namely poulars, 
neglectees, rejectees and isolates have been made on 
the basis of the ch^ces and rejection received by each 
student^. 
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4.1 ANALYSIS OF SOCIOHATRIX : 
fc • ' . • , , . . . 
Sociometrix for class IX "A" indicates that in this 
class the Roll No. 1 .^j^ 18,24/^& 33 falls in the category 
of populars since they received 34,35,16,18,17 & 15. 
Choices respectivety. Neglectees are Roll no. 
7,10,14,15,20,27 & 39 who received 3 choices each. 
Isolates are Roll No. 11,12,29,37 & 40 who recieved 
neither any choice nor any rejection and Rejectees are 
Roll No. 14,18,19 who received 2,4. 
This has been indicated in figure 4.1 where out of 
seven categories only four categories namely populars, 
neglectees, rejectees and Isolates were made u.se of 
sociometrix for class IX "C" reveals that populars are 
Roll No. 8,17,27,29,30,33,34 & 36 who rec£feved 
23,15,15,19,26,16,15 & 30 choices respectively 
Negelectees are Roll No. 3,9,10,14,15,20,21,22,24,25, 
26,28 & 38 who received 1,3,3,1,2,1,2,3,3,3, & 2 
choice. Rejectees are Roll No. 12,19 & 21 who received 
8,4 & 3 are isolates who received neither any rejection 
nor any preference which has been depicted in Fig. 4.2. 
Sociomatrix to IX "D" that Roll No.s 
6,10,14,16,18,21 & 25 are popular receiv<tng 
17,23,15,16,17,21 & 19 choices respectively. Neglecte*s 
are Roll No. 15,17,30,33,35 & 37. Among these Roll No. 
33 & 35 recfived 1 choice the rest of Roll No received 
3 choices. Rejectees on Roll No. 3,27 & 29. Who 
received 6,9 & 9 choice respectively and there is 
isolate in these class 19,32,38,41. This has bean 
indicated in Fig. 4.3. 
Sociometrix for class IX "E" tell us that Roll No 
15,17 & 19 are populars who recieved 18,18 & 17 choice 
respectively. Neglectees Roll No 7,16 & 23 who 
received 1,2, & 3 choices. Rejectees in 5,25 & 30. 
Among these Roll No. received 3,5,10 are Isolates who 
recieved neither any choice nor any Rejection. This lias tean 
given in Fig 4.4. 
4--^. CHOICE S0CI06RAMS i 
In order to present the internal structure of 
groups of the different schools effectively and 
systematically the sociograms are drftwn. The student 
who received 15 or more choice on the Sociomfltric 
questionnaire (Popular) and the students who received 1 
to 3 choice (Neglectees) have been kept in the outer 
square of the diagram and the isolates have befinplace^ed. 
Sociogram is the oldest, the best known and the 
most striking method of presenting the sociometric 
results vividly in useful ways. It displays the 
information tabulated in sociomatrix pictorially. It is 
a Picture of underlying social structure of glTCup. Its 
purpose is to discover group structure and the relation 
of a group member to the group as a whole. A. code is 
decided as follows for e.g. 
1 Here 1 is the roll no of 09 the student, and 
15 is the number of choices recieved. 
The sociograms for different classes drawn 
saparetly have been presented on the coming pages from 
Fig 4.5 to Fig. 4.8. 
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4,^.5 REGECTEES SOCIOGRAM i 
The rejectees sociograms depict the clear picture 
of rejection each student received and from who he has 
received. Not only this, it also clarifies the mutual 
rejection received by the pupils. The circle represents 
a girl|5 candidate. In the cirle the roll number of the 
students have been written and arrow ( > ) depicts 
to whom the rejection has b^en given. The double arrow 
( < > ) represents the mutual rejection. These 
sociograms have been presented in Fig No.4.9 to 4.12 . 
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C H A P T T E R - V 
ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION AND 
DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS 
The next step in the procces of research in 
analysis and interpretation of the data and formulation 
of conclusions and generalisation to get a meaningful 
picture of the row information collected. 
In the present study one statistical technique 
have been used to analyse the data that is : 
5"* 1 • Analysis of variance F-ratio. 
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE F-RATIO : 
The analysis of variance is a method for deviding 
the variation observed in experimental data into 
different parts each part assignable to aknown source, 
cause of factor the may asess the relative magnifide of 
variation resulting from different samples and 
aseeratin wheather a particular from different samples 
and ascertain whether a particular part of variation is 
greater then under the nul hypothesis. (Fergustion 
1977). It is composite test that gives an whole idea 
about the sight ficane of difference between means. The 
main cherecteristic of this techniques is the variance 
can be simultanecously analysed into two components, 
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the mean of the variance with in the group and the 
variance of the group means. Int the analysis of the 
data the total sum of the squenres is broken up into 
between subjects and within subject components. A 
significant F indicates that there are non chance 
variations among means some where in the list of sets. 
In the present study, analysis of variance is used 
to obtain a global picture as to whether there is any 
significant differences in relegions, social, 
knowldege, aesthetic, health, pwoer, headonistic, 
democratric, family prestige and economic value of 
different sociometric categories of addescent girls 
guided by the experimental design of this study, the 
statistical design of analysis of variance suggested by 
linguistic (1956) is employed so as to test the 
hypothesis. 
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TABLE - 5.1 
Summary table of analysis of variance for different 
sociometric group on the dimension of Relegious Value. 
SOURCE OF VARIA TION S.S D.F M.S.S. F-RATION 
Between condition 9.5625 3 3.1875 
With in condition 378.4170 44 8.6004 
TOTAL 387.9795 47 
0.3706 
TABIiE 5.1 shows that F-ratio is not significant event 
05 level of confidence. Hemce there is no significant 
difference in Relegions Value among the four 
sociometric group, i.e., populars, neglectees, isolates 
and rejectees. 
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TABLE - 5.2 
Summary table analysis of varinace for different 
sociometric groups on the basis of social value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 3 24.5625 8.1875 
With in condition 44 607.4170 13.8049 
TOTAL 47 631.9795 
0.5931 
TABLE 5.2 shows that F-ratio is not significant even at 
.05 level of confidence. Hence there is no significant 
difference in Social value among the four sociometric 
groups. 
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TABLE - 5.3 
Summery table of analysis of variance for different 
sociometric group on the basis of Democratic value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 36.7295 3 12.2432 
With in condition 648.7500 44 14.7441 
TOTAL 685.4795 47 
0.8304 
TABLE - 5.3 shows that F-ratio is not significatn even 
at .05 level of confidence. Hence there is not 
significant difference in democratic value among the 
four sociometric groups. 
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TABEL - 5.4 
Summary table of analysis of variance for different 
sociometric on the basis of aesthetic value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 6.0835 3 2.0278 
With in condition 341.8330 44 7.7689 
TOTAL 347.9165 47 
0.2610 
The set of summary results in TABLE - 5.4 indicates 
that the four sociometric groups of adolescents girls 
are found to be not significantly different even at .05 
level of confidence on the basis of aesthetic value. 
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TABLE - 5.5 
Summary of table analysis of variance for different 
sociometric groups on the basis of Economic value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 16.0625 3 5.3542 
With in condition 528.2500 44 12.0057 
TOTAL 544.3125 47 
0.4460 
The sociometric groups under study account for no 
significatn ration i.e., 0.4460 in respect of Economic 
value. It infiles that the populars, neglectees, 
isolates, and rejectees and found to be no 
significantly different even at .05 level of 
confidence. 
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TABLE - 5.6 
Summary table of analysis of variance for differnt 
sociometric groups on the basis of knowledge value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 
With in condition 
TOTAL 
29. 
431. 
460. 
2290 
.5835 
.8125 
3 
44 
47 
9.7430 
12.0057 
0.9933 
The Table - 5.6 reveals that F-ratio is not significant 
at the .05 level of confidence. 
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TABLE - 5.7 
Summary table of analysis of variance for differnt 
sociometric gruops on the basis of Headonistic value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 11.2290 3 3.7430 
With in condition 418.2500 44 9.5057 
TOTAL 429.4790 47 
0.3938 
The differnt sociometric groups under study account for 
no significant ratio 0.3938 in respect of Hedonistic 
value. It implier that the populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees are found to be no significant 
at .05 level of confidence, (e.g. Table - 5.7). 
TABLE - 5.8 
Summary of the analysis of variance for different 
sociometric groups on the basis of power value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 24.5000 3 8.1667 
With in condition 475.5000 44 10.8068 
TOTAL 500.0000 47 
0.7557 
Table - 5,8 shows that F-ratio is not significant at 
.05 levle of confidence. Hence ther is no significant 
difference in power value. 
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TABLE - 5.9 
Summary of the analysis of variance for different 
sociometric groups on the basis of family prestige 
value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 47.8960 3 15.9653 
With in condition 374.4165 44 8.5095 
TOTAL 422.3125 47 
1.8762 
The set of summary results (vide Table - 5.9) indicates 
that the four sociometric groups of adolescents girls 
are not found significant at .05 level of confidence on 
the basis of family prestige value. 
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TABLE - 5.10 
Summary of table of analysis variance for different 
sociometric group on the basis of health value. 
SOURCE OF VARIATION S.S. D.F. M.S.S. F-RATIO 
Between condition 8.9165 3 2.9722 
With in condition 351.0000 44 7.9773 
TOTAL 359.9165 47 
0.3726 
Table - 5.10 shows that F-ration is not significant 
even at .05 level of confidence. 
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Analysis of the resluts shows that all the F-ratio 
calculated on the dimession relegious, social, 
demoratic, aesthetic, eeconomic, knowledge, hedonistic, 
power, femily prestige and health value are not found 
to be significant even at .05 level of confidence. 
Hence T-ratio were not coinputed to test the signifince 
of the difference between the means. 
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TABLE - 5.11 
Means scores and standard devation of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis of 
relegious value. 
S.NO. GROUPS MEAN S.D. 
1. Populars 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
15 .16 
1 5 . 4 1 
1 4 . 4 1 
1 5 . 8 3 
3 .38 
2 .32 
2 . 9 5 
2 .60 
In the Table 5.11 are given the means of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. Rejectees have the 
highest mean on the basis of the scores of relegious 
value 14.41 and the isolates have the owest mean 
populars oceupy the second and neglectees the third 
position 15.16 and 15.41 respectvely. 
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TABLE - 5.12 
Mean scores and S.D. of populars, neglectees, isolates 
and rejectees on the basis of social value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Popular 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
16.08 
14.33 
16.08 
15.41 
2.43 
4.23 
2.98 
4.23 
In the Table 5.12 mean of populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees are given. Populars and isolates 
have a same mean 16.08 on the basis of social value. 
Neglectees have the lowest score 14.33 and the 
rejectees third position in ranking with their means 
15.41. 
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TABLE - 5.13 
Means scores and S.D. of populars, neglectees, isolates 
and rejectees on the basis of democratic value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Popular 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
14.08 
15.33 
15.41 
14.58 
5.45 
4.26 
2.43 
3.40 
In the Table 5.13 means of popular, neglectees 
isolates and rejectees are given isolates have the 
highest score mean 15.41 on the dimension of democratic 
value. 14.08 mean as a lowest of populars means of 
rejectees and neglectees have a 15.33 and 14.58. It 
means that the isolates are most adjustable students 
among all four sociometric categories of adolescent 
girls. 
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TABLE - 5.14 
Means scores and standard deviation of four sociometric 
group popular, neglectee, isolates and rejectees on the 
basis of aesthetic value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Popular 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejcetees 
11 .16 
10 .75 
10 .75 
10 .50 
2 .47 
3 .19 
2 .68 
2 .46 
In the Table 5.14 mean of popular, neglectees, isolates 
and rejectees are given. Populars got the highest mean 
on the basis of aesthetic value, i.e. 11.16 and the 
rejectees have a lowest score 10.50. Neglectees and 
isolates both have same mean 10.75. It means populars 
are the most adjustable adolescents. 
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TALBLE - 5.15 
Mean scores and S.D. of populars, neglectees, isolates 
and rejectees on the basis of economic value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Populars 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
8 .83 
1 0 . 2 5 
9 . 3 3 
9 .0 
3 .86 
3 .60 
2 . 3 9 
3 .0 
In the Table 5.15 are given means of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. In this neglectees 
have a highest score i.e. 10.25 and populars have a 
lowest score i.e. 8.83 isolates got a third position 
and rejectees have a fourth position 9.33 and 9.0. It 
means neglectees group most adjust in economic value. 
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TABLE - 5.16 
Mean and S.D. of populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees on the basis of knowledge value. 
S.NO. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
GROUP 
Populars 
Neglectees 
Isolates 
Rejcectees 
MEAN 
13.33 
12.00 
12.41 
14.00 
S.D. 
3.90 
2.27 
3.40 
2.00 
In the Table 5.16 are given means of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. Rejectees have a 
highest score i.e. 14.00 and neglectees have a lowest 
12.00 populars got a third position 13.38 and isolates 
have a final position i.e. 12.41. It means rejcectees 
group is more knowledge able. 
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TABLE - 5-17 
Score of means and S.D. are given populars neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees on the basis of hedomistic 
value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Populars 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
9 . 3 3 
8 .66 
10 .00 
9 .25 
2 .88 
3.7 
3.48 
2 .52 
In the Table 5.17 are given mean of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. In this isolates 
got a highest score and neglectees are the lowest score 
i.e. 10.00 and 8.66 populars have a third position i.e. 
9.33 and finely rejectees have 9.25 scores. It means in 
hedonistic value isolates are most adjustable group. 
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TABLE - 5.18 
Scores of means and S.D. are given populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis of 
power value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Populars 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
8 . 9 1 
9 .50 
10 .66 
8 .41 
3 .20 
2 . 6 3 
2 . 7 1 
4 . 0 9 
In Table 5.18 means are given populars neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees. In this means of isolates 
highest score 10.66 and rejectees have a lowest score 
8.41. Populars have a 8.91 and neglectes have a 9.50 
means score. It means isolates are most powerful group. 
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TABLE - 5.19 
Score of mean and S.D. are given populars, 
neglectees,isolates and rejectees on the basis of 
family prestige value. 
S.NO. GROUP MEAN S.D. 
1. Populars 
2. Neglectees 
3. Isolates 
4. Rejectees 
10.16 
12.91 
11.58 
12.33 
2.51 
3.47 
2.01 
3.22 
In Table 5.19 are given means of populars neglectees 
isolates and rejectees. Neglectees have a highest score 
12.91. Populars have a lowest score 10.16. Isolates and 
rejectees got a second and thire position i.e. 11.58 
and 12.33 respectively. It means heglectees are most 
adjustable in family. 
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TALBE - 5.20 
Score of mean and S.D. are given populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees on the basis of health value. 
S.NO. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
GROUP 
Populars 
Neglectees 
Isolates 
Rejectees 
MEAN 
10.83 
11.66 
10.83 
10.66 
S.D. 
2.70 
3.32 
2.37 
2.17 
In Table 5.20 means of populars, neglectees isolates 
and rejectees. Neglectees have isolates and rejectes. 
Neglectees have a highest score 11.66. Rejectees have a 
lowest score 10.66. Populars and isolates got a soame 
score 10.83. It means neglectees group is more healthy 
group then other. 
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DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 
HYPOSTHESIS I 
The first hypothesis out lined in the bignning of 
the first chapter "there is no significant difference 
in high and low social acceptance groups on the 
dimesion of relegious vaue is accepted. Since no direct 
studies have been found which can be taken as evidence 
to support the finding of present studies. 
HYPOTHSIS II 
The second hypothesis states that "there is 
nomarked difference among populers, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees on the basis of social value is 
accepted. The finding of the present investigation are 
not in conqruence with the finding of Bonney (1943) 
Khhten and lee (1943), Bonney (1947) Olson (1949), 
Sharma (1965) Prasad (1966) Ghaffar (1971) and Pathak 
(1971). Bonney (1947 found that popular children were 
superior in social adjustemtn. 
Pathak's (1971) study revealed that the populars were 
significently superiof to all other thre sociometric 
groups i.e., neglectees, isolates and rejectees in 
social. 
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The findings of the present study however, are not 
in agreement with the findings of Ghaffar (1971). He 
proved that socially acceptable students are more 
active, creative, good spoksmens and helpful. 
HYPOTHESIS III 
In the light of the results, third rule hypotheis 
"the difference in tghe doemcratic value of populars 
neglectes, isolates and rejectees are not statistically 
significant is a aceptaed. since no direct study have 
been found whichcan be taken as evidence to support the 
finding of resent study. 
HYPOTHESIS IV 
The fourth hypothesis states "that there is no 
significant' difference in high and two social 
acceptaence groups on the dimenation of aesthetic 
value" is accepted. No direct study however has ben 
reported to support to the results at present 
investigation. 
HYPOTHESIS V 
The fifth hypothesis out lived "there is no 
significant difference among four sociometric 
categories, i.e. populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees on the basis of economic value" is accepted. 
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HYPOTHESIS VI 
The sixth hypothesis states the "there is no 
marked difference on the knowldege value of populars, 
negelectes, isolates and rejectees", in accepted. 
HYPOTHESIS VII 
In the light of the results seventh hypothesis 
"there is no difference in the hedonistic value of 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees, is 
accepted. 
HYPOTHESIS VIII 
The eighth hypothesis states that "there is no 
marked difference on the power value of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectee, "is accepted. 
HYPOTHESIS IX 
The ninth hypothesis out lined " there is no 
difference in the family prestige value of populars, 
neglectee, isolates and rejectees" is accepted. 
HYPOTHESIS X 
In the light of the results tenth hypothesis is" 
there is no significant difference among four 
sociometric categories i.e. populars, neglectees, 
isolates, and rejectees on the basis of health value is 
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accepted. The finding of the present investigation are 
not in favour with the finding of Sharma (1965) and 
Pathak (1971), Pathak (1965) found that the popular 
were significantly supoi-ior to all the other three 
group in helath value. 
The finding of the present study however, are not 
in agrement with the finding of Sharma (1965). he found 
that populars on the average had better adjustiment in 
health value. 
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C H A P T E R - V I 
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
6.1 SUMMARY : 
A summary of the total investigation contains an 
introduction of the present problem objectives, 
hypotheses as well as the design and the procedure of 
the sutdy. 
The main findings of the study have also been 
given to offer suggession for further reserach studies 
in this area. 
The present problem may be stated as follows : 
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM : 
•'A SOCIOHETRIC STUDY OF PERSONAL VALUES OF 
ADOLESENTS GIRLS", 
OBJECTIVES OF THE SDTDY : 
1. To study the relegious value of adolescent 
girls of different sociometric groups. 
2. To make a comperision between the soical value 
of populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees. 
3. To find out the difference, if any in the 
demoeratic value of populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejectees of adolescent girls. 
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4. To study the aesthetic value of different 
sociometric groups of adolescent girls. 
5. To find out difference, if any, in the Economic 
value of pouplar, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees of addolescent girls. 
6. To make comparision between the knowledge value 
of sociometric, stars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees, addolescent girls. 
7. To study the hedonistic value of four 
sociometric groups of adolescent girls mainly 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
8. To study the health value of adolescent girls 
of four sociometric groups, populars 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
9. To study the power value of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
10. To study the family prestige value of four 
sociometric groups, 
HYPOTHESES : 
The hyupothees one stated in the forms of null 
hypotheses, so that they could be tested by application 
of appropriate statistical techniques. 
1. There is no significant defference in high and 
low social acceptance groups on the dimension 
of religions value. 
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2. There is no merked difference among populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis 
of social value. 
3. The difference in the social adjustment of 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees 
are not statistically significant on the basis 
of democratic balue. 
4. There is no significant defference in high and 
low social acceptence groups on the demention 
of aesthetic value. 
5. There is no significant differnce among four 
sociometric categories, i.e. populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis 
of Economic value. 
6. There is no marked difference on the knowledge 
value of populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees. 
7. The difference in the hedonistic value of 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees 
are not staistically significant. 
8. There is no marked differnce on the power value 
of populars, neglectees isolates, and 
rejectees. 
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9. There is no difference in the family presitge 
value of populars, neglectees, isolates and 
rejectees. 
10. There is no significant difference among four 
sociometric categories, i.e. populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees on the basis 
of health value. 
METHOD AND PROCEDURE : 
The study was restricted to the IX class students 
of "Abdullah Girls High School, Aligarh". The present 
study was data collected "Abdullah Girls High School, 
Aligarh. A sample pool of 152 girls drown out of the 
Abdullah Girsl High School, Aligarh. 
Two tools have been used in this researchwork one 
is to obtained the prrsonal vaue of the student. The 
other is sociometric questioneaire. 
The sociometric questionaire was given of IX clas 
students. The student were classified into six 
categories populars, above average, average, below 
average, neglectees and isolates based on the 
sociometric status score. The method of classifying 
them into six categories is given below used based on 
Bronfenbrenner's (1945) fixed frame of reference. 
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THE CRITICAL RAW STATUS SCORES : 
Category No of choice recieved 
Populars 15 and above 
Above average 10 - 14 
Average 9 
Below average 4 - 8 
Neglectees 1 - 3 
Isolates 0 
Out of six categories, only four categories, 
namely populars, neglecgees, isolates and rejectees 
were taken sociogram were drawn for this purpose. 
The second tool was used same groups of student. 
The student who were selected as populars, neglectees, 
isolates and rejected were given the "Personal value" 
qustionaire of SHERRY and VERMA (1977). The personal 
value questionaire is comprises of 40 question. Each 
question into two parts. One is stem and other consist 
of three item. All three item of each question are 
equally attractive all ten (10) vaues match equally 
with each other. These values are. 
1. Relegiouns value 6. ECnowledge value 
2. Social value 7. Hedonitic value 
3. Demoratic value 8. Power value 
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4. Aesthetic value 9. Family prestige value 
5. Economic value 10. Health value 
In the present study one statistical technique 
have been used to analyse the data. 
Analysis of Variance. F - ratio. 
6.2 CONCLUSION : 
On the basis of the analysis of data and 
discussion of results the hypotheses were tested and 
varified. All the ten (x) hypotheses were confiremde 
and retained. Relevant to the various hypotheses the 
following conclusion have been drown. 
1. The conclusion drown on the basis of the 
obtained F-ratio indicated that there was no 
significant difference in Relegioun value among 
the four sociometric groups vize populars, 
neglectes, isolates and rejectees. It means 
populars do not deffer from other Sociometric 
groups namely neglectees, isolates and 
rejcectees. 
2. The resulsts based on F-ratio on the basis of 
social value. Populars did not that the deffer 
from neglectees, isolates and rejectee. 
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3. On the dimension of democratic value, 
popalars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees 
did not deffer from each other. 
4. The conclusion drown on the basis of Aesthetic 
value indicated that there was no significant 
differenc in populars, neglectees isolates nad 
rejectees. 
5. On the basis of economic value the results 
demonstrated that the groups of populars, 
neglectees, isolates and rejectees did not 
deffer from each other. 
6. On the basis of knowledge value, sociometric 
group did not deffer from each other. 
7. On the basis of hedoristic value, high 
sociometric group that in populars and low 
sociometric group that is neglectees isolates 
and rejectees at the same position were found. 
8. It has been conducted from the present 
ivenstigation that all the four sociometric 
groups, i.e. populars, neglectees, isolate.^ and 
rejectees did not deffer. 
9. The conclusion drown on the dimension of family 
perestige value obtained F-ration indicated 
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that there was no significant difference in 
populars, neglectees, isolates and rejectees. 
10. On the dimension of Helath value, populars, 
neglectees, isolates andrejectees did not 
differ from each other, they were found at the 
same place. 
6.3 SUGGESTION i 
The present educational systm neither helps in 
identifiying high and low sociometric categories no 
helps in fostering better inter personal relations. 
Recentlly experiments have been conducted in the west 
to provide condition which may help in making inter 
personal relations. 
SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH : 
1. Present study has been conducted only on 
adolesenct girls of IX class student similar 
study may be conducted on the adolescent boys. 
2. In the present study sample is small. In 
further studies we may take larger sample by 
cmbining other variables. 
3. Also other sociometric categories camprising 
the above average and below average stduents 
may be considered for the study, so as to make 
the results more comprehensive in nature. 
Differnece in results, if any may be seen by 
assigning neightage to me choices. 
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